differences (expressed schematically in Ilan 1999: Table 3 .1). Though Iron I remains were recovered in all the excavated fields ( Fig. 1) (Fig. 2) . This means that there are no undeniably "clean" contexts. In general, the associated pottery appears to be largely made up of LB forms with some foreshadowing of Iron I types, but since there are no complete pottery vessels that can be attributed to it with certainty, we are never sure whether the horizon is a mixture of assemblages from two sequential occupations or a single independent one. Hence, though it exists for certain, little can be said about it.
Stratum VI (Fig. 3) The dominant features of this stratum are its pits, 45 of which have been counted (not including Area T). Based on the literature, and some hints from the Tel Dan remains, I have accepted the thesis that they are mainly grain pits (Ilan 2008), though some would suggest that many are compost pits (Schloen 2001: 340-342) . Some of the old LB architecture was reused and some of the newly constructed buildings in Areas B and Y appear to date to this stratum. Most of Area B-west is a field of grain pits, with an extent of perhaps 500 m 2 , which lies between widely spaced buildings. In Area B-east, where much of the area's architecture was located, only four pits were discerned. One of these (Pit 336) appears to have contained carbonized grain, which together with Pit 3004 in Area Y, are the only examples of Iron I pits
